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REMARKS 
I. Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

A. The Rejections under the Yoshida Reference 

Claims 1-6 and 9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,185,1 1 1 to Yoshida ("Yoshida"). For the reasons set forth below, Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection based on Yoshida. 

Claim 1 

With regard to Claim 1, the Examiner has taken the position that Yoshida teaches 
each and every element therein. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. Applicants have 
amended claim 1 to include a bridge circuit for minimizing temperature dependence on an output 
voltage. The bridge circuit includes a first resistor having a first and second end, the first end of 
the first resistor coupled to the first secondary winding and the second resistor having a first and 
second end, the first end of the second resistor coupled to the second secondary winding and the 
second end of the first resistor and the second end of the second resistor coupled to a second 
output terminal. 

The Examiner points to a bridge circuit disclosed in the Yoshida reference having 
a pair of rectifying diodes, an inductance device and a capacitor coupled to the first an second 
secondary windings and to a second output terminal. However, there is no teaching or disclosure 
in Yoshida of the bridge circuit as currently claimed in claim 1. Namely, a bridge circuit having 
a first and second resistors, where the first end of the first resistor coupled to the first secondary 
winding and the second resistor having a first and second end, the first end of the second resistor 
coupled to the second secondary winding and the second end of the first resistor and the second 
end of the second resistor coupled to a second output terminal. Since Yoshida does not teach or 
disclose the bridge circuit as currently claimed by claim 1, claim 1 is patentable over Yoshida 
and should be passed to issuance. 

Claims 2-6 and 9 

With regard to claims 2-6 and 9, the Examiner has similarly cited Yoshida as 
including each and every respective element in these claims. However, claim 2-9 and 9 depend, 
either directly or indirectly, from independent claim 1, and as such each of claim 2-6 and 9 
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include the elements and limitation of claim 1. As shown above claim 1 include elements and 
limitations not taught or disclosed by Yoshida. Therefore, claims 2-6 and 9 also include 
elements and limitations not taught or disclosed in Yoshida and are likewise patentable over 
Yoshida. 

B. The Rejections under the Mullersman Reference 

Claims 1, 6, 10, 22 and 23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent no. 4,424,476 to Mullersman ("Mullersman"). For the reasons set 
forth below, Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection based on Mullersman. 

Claim 1 

With respect to claim 1, the Examiner has cited bridge circuit N of Mullersman 
for the position that Applicants' claim 1 bridge circuit has been disclosed and therefore 
anticipated. Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's reading of Mullersman. 
Mullersman discloses a bridge circuit having two resistors and two thermistors configured to 
provide to parallel legs connected across a DC battery potential, where each leg includes a 
resistor in series with a thermistor. 

The Applicants' claim 1 as currently amended includes a bridge circuit for 
minimizing temperature dependence on an output voltage, where the bridge circuit includes a 
first and second resistor. There is no thermistor in Applicants' claimed bridge circuit. In 
addition, the first end of the first resistor is coupled to the first secondary winding and the first 
end of the second resistor coupled to the second secondary winding. Each of the second ends of 
the first resistor and the second resistor are coupled to a second output terminal. 

Mullersman does not disclose Applicants' claimed bridge circuit and therefore the 
rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) cannot stand and should be withdrawn. 

Claim 6 

Claim 6 is dependent upon claim 1, and hence includes each an every limitation 
of claim 1. As shown above claim 1 contains elements and limitations not taught or disclosed by 
Mullersman, and as such claim 6 therefore also includes such elements and limitations and is 
likewise patentable of Mullersman. Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 6 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. 
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Claim 10 

With respect to claim 10, the Examiner has cited bridge circuit N of Mullersman 
for the position that Applicants' claimed bridge circuit has been disclosed and therefore 
anticipated. Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's reading of Mullersman. As 
stated above, Mullersman discloses a bridge circuit having two resistors and two thermistors 
configured to provide two parallel legs connected across a DC battery potential, where each leg 
includes a resistor in series with a thermistor. 

Applicants' claim a bridge circuit for minimizing temperature dependence of an 
output voltage, where the bridge circuit includes first and second resistors coupled in parallel. 
The first and second resistors are coupled to the first and second secondary windings and to a 
second output terminal. 

The resistors as taught by Mullerman are connected to thermistors, which 
thermistors are then connected to an output terminal In addition, Mullersman' s bridge circuit 
does not minimize temperature dependence of an output voltage. In fact, Mullersman' s bridge 
circuit merely detects differences in the ambient temperature and the temperature of the battery 
that is being charged. (See Mullersman, line 45, col. 3 to line 5, col. 4). 

Since claim 10 includes a bridge circuit is minimizes temperature dependence of 
an output voltage and includes first and second resistors couple to the first and second secondary 
windings and to a second output terminal, Mullersman does not include each and every 
limitation of Applicants' invention. Applicants' therefore respectfully request that the rejection 
of claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) cannot stand and should be withdrawn. 

Claim 22 

With regard to claim 22, the Examiner has again cited bridge network N as taught 
by Mullersman for the proposition that Applicants' claim 22 resistive bridge network has been 
anticipated. Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's reading of Mullersman. 

In addition to the amendments to Claim 22 regarding the singal processing circuit, 
which is also not disclosed by Mullersman, Claim 22 now recites a bridge network for 
minimizing temperature dependence of an output voltage, where the bridge circuit is coupled to 
the first and second secondary windings and to the second input of the filter. Mullersman does 
not teach or disclose this configuration of a bridge circuit. 
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As such, Applicants respectfully suggest that the rejection of claim 22 under 35 
U.S.C § 102(b) cannot stand and should be withdrawn. 
Claim 23 

Claim 23 is dependent upon claim 22, and hence includes each an every limitation 
of claim 22. As shown above claim 22 contains elements and limitations not taught or disclosed 
by Mullersman, and as such claim 23 therefore also includes such elements and limitations and is 
likewise patentable of Mullersman. Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 23 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. 

II. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

Rejection of Claims 7 and 8 over Yoshida in view ofGlasband 
Claims 7 and 8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshida in view of U.S. patent no. 6,060,876 to Glasband et al. ("Glasband"). However, claims 
7 and 8 depend, either directly or indirectly, from claim 1. As shown above claim 1 contains 
elements and limitations not taught or disclosed by Yoshida and is therefore patentable over 
Yoshida. As such claims 7 and 8 therefore also include the elements and limitations of 
patentable claim 1 and are likewise patentable over Yoshida. The addition ofGlasband cannot 
supplant the deficiencies of Yoshida as against claims 7 and 8. Applicants therefore respectfully 
request that the rejection of claims 7 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) be withdrawn. 

Rejection of Claims 7. 8. 24. and 25 over Mullersman in view of G lasband 
Claims 7, 8, 24, and 25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Mullersman in view of Glasband. However, claims 7 and 8 depend, either 
directly or indirectly, from claim 1. As shown above claim 1 contains elements and limitations 
not taught or disclosed by Mullersman and is therefore patentable over Mullersman. As such 
claims 7 and 8 therefore also include the elements and limitations of patentable claim 1 and are 
likewise patentable over Mullersman. The addition of Glasband cannot supplant the deficiencies 
of Mullersman as against claims 7 and 8. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the 
rejection of claims 7 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 

With respect to claims 24 and 25, these claims depend, either directly or 
indirectly, from independent claim 22. As shown above claim 22 contains elements and 
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limitations not taught or disclosed by Mullersman and is therefore patentable over Mullersman. 
As such claims 24 and 25 therefore also include the elements and limitations of patentable claim 
22 and are likewise patentable over Mullersman. The addition of Glasband cannot supplant the 
deficiencies of Mullersman as against claims 24 and 25. Applicants therefore respectfully 
request that the rejection of claims 24 and 25 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) and should be withdrawn. 
III. CONCLUSION 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants believe claims 1-10 and 22-25 
are in position for allowance and respectfully request that a timely Notice of Allowance be 
issued in this case. 

Should any additional fees be required (except for payment of the issue fee), the 
Commissioner is authorized to deduct the fees from Kelley Drye & Warren LLP Deposit 
Account No. 11-0404, Order No. 016093.0002.NPUS00. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Reg. No. 44, 936 

Kelley Drye & Warren LLP 

101 Park Avenue 

New York, New York 10178 

(212) 808-7911 

(212) 808-7897 (Fax) 

Attorneys for Applicant 
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